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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely, 
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- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)Q Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)(EI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: page 5 line 8 has "it 
enables the manufactures to partner". A more appropriate phrase would have been "it enables 
the manufacturers to partner'. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Angwin et aL 
(U.S. Patent 6,477,576). 

In considering claim 1, Angwin et al. discloses a consumer apparatus (column 1, lines 21-34; 
pervasive computing devices) responsive to a user-input for initiating retrieval of data from a 
server under control of a predetermined URL specific to a type of the apparatus (column 2 lines 
15-21), the data representing content information about the context of usage of the apparatus. A 
user input is needed in order to access a predefined URL and it would have been obvious (if not 
inherent) to one of ordinary skill in the art to have one of the services that are sent to the 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



rejections set forth in this Office action: 



pervasive computing device represent content information about the context of usage of the 
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apparatus. The pervasive computing devices obtain a list of services for its network session (See 
column 5, lines 47-5 1). 

I In considering claim 2, Angwin et al. teaches that the apparatus comprises an Internet- 

access functionality (column 6 lines 35-37). 

In considering claim 3, Angwin et al. teaches that the apparatus comprises a memory for 
storage of the URL (column 2 lines 21-25; having a knowledge of the different URLs to access 
implies that the pervasive computing devices have memory for storage of the URL). 

In considering claim 5. Angwin et al. teaches a proxy device (pervasive computing 
device; according to the definition given on page 1 1, lines 24-25 of the specification, a proxy is a 
device that is capable of communicating a URL to the home network or the gateway upon being 
triggered by the user), wherein the proxy is responsive to a user-input (column 5 lines 51-56; 
request for a service menu) for initiating, via a gateway (column 7 lines 56-58 and fig. 1) 
retrieval of data from a server under control of a predetermined URL specific to a type of the 
apparatus represented (column 2 lines 15-21 and column 5 lines 47-51; the list of services is 
specific to the apparatus that sends the request). 

In considering claim 6, Angwin et al. teaches that the data represents content information 
about the context of usage of the apparatus (column 5 lines 47-5 1). The pervasive computing 
devices obtain a list of services for its network session. 

In considering claim 7, Angwin et al. teaches the proxy (pervasive computing device) 
storing the URL (column 2 lines 21-25; having a knowledge of the different URLs to access 
implies that the pervasive computing devices have memory for storage of the URL). 
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In considering claim 13, Angwin et al. teaches a method of enabling a service provider to 
provide a service via the Internet to a user of a consumer apparatus (pervasive computing 
device). See column 5, lines 11-16. The method comprising: 

Enabling the user to initiate via the apparatus sending of a request with an identifier 
representative of a type of the apparatus to a server on the internet (column 7, line 59 - column 
8 ; line 16; the message can have an address identifying the pervasive computing device. It can 
also have information about the type of device and type of display); and 

Upon receipt of the request by the server, initiating user access to a web page with 
content information about a context of using the apparatus (column 8. lines 46-65). It would have 
been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to have one of the services that are sent to the 
pervasive computing device represent content information about the context of using the 
apparatus (see column 1, lines 60-63). 

In considering claim 14, Angwin et al. teaches a method that creates a database of the 
type per user (column 8, lines 4-16; a database would have been created in the server since 
pervasive computing device can include information regarding the type of device and device 
characteristics in the request service to the server. Such information would enable the server to 
provide the correct format for providing the menu to the pervasive computing device). 

In considering claim 15, Angwin et al. teaches a method comprising the capability to 
generate a pointer (URL) from a services menu database (column 3 lines 33-34 and lines 41-42). 
Since the pervasive computing device would have to access the server for a list of services that 
are available to it (column 5 lines 47-60) and the database can generate the URL that can be used 
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to access such services (column 8 lines 46-48). it implies that a database of URLs was created 
per user. 

In considering claim 16, Angwin et aL teaches a method comprising providing the 
apparatus with an identifier for a web page (column 8 lines 46-48; the URL is an identifier for a 
web page). 

Claims 4, 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Angwin et 
al., and further in view of Beranek et al. (U.S. Patent 6,226,642). 

In considering claim 4, the system disclosed by Angwin et al. (discussed above) fails to 
show a remote control device which has a dedicated button for initiating the retrieval of data. 
Nonetheless, Beranek et al. teaches a method of controlling the display on a client computer 
when data is received from a server (column 1 lines 15-18) and the use of a data processing 
system which can be connected to a TV to operate like a personal computer in order to access the 
internet by using a remote control device (column 1 lines 39-53 and column 7 lines 20-24). 
Beranek et al. also teaches that the remote control device has a dedicated button (the 11 Web", 
"Help" and "Menu" buttons) for initiating the retrieval of the data (the data are the start-up, help 
and menu screens). See column 6 lines 8-19 and column 6 line 62 - column 7 line 3 1 . 

Having a remote control device in order to create a device thai can be controlled from a 
remote location would have been a desirable feature in the art. Thus, it would have been obvious 
to one with ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Angwin et al. with the teachings of 
Beranek et al. by creating the means of using a remote control device to control the pervasive 
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computing device in order to make the pervasive computing device controllable from a remote 
location. 

In considering claim 9, the system disclosed by Angwin et al. (discussed above) fails to 
show that the proxy (which is the pervasive computing device) is responsive to a wireless signal. 
However. Beranek et al. teaches a remote control device that sends wireless signals to the data 
processing system in order to control the system (column 6 lines 5-19). 

Having a device that responds to a wireless signal in order to have a system that could be 
controlled from a remote location would have been a desirable feature in the art. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Angwin et al. 
with the teachings of Beranek et al. by providing a means for the pervasive computing devices to 
be controlled by a wireless signal in order to control the devices from a remote location. 

In considering claim 10, Beranek et al. teaches that the proxy transmits a further signal 
with a unique identifier upon receiving the signal (column 6 line 62 - column 7 line 4: pressing 
the "Web ,; button implies that a signal was sent from the remote control device to the client 
machine and a signal (URL) was sent from the client machine via the gateway to the ISP). 

In considering claim 11, Angwin et al. teaches a system (Pervasive computing device) 
that accesses a server to obtain data that represents content information specific to the context of 
usage of the apparatus (column 5 lines 47-56). 

The system disclosed by Angwin et al. fails to show a remote control device for control 
of an apparatus. However. Beranek et al. teaches a remote control device for control of a 
consumer apparatus, wherein: the device has a key ("Help" button) dedicated to initiating, via the 
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apparatus, retrieval of data from a server; the data represents content information specific to the 
context of usage of the apparatus (context-sensitive help) (column 6 line 62 - column 7 line 1 1 ). 

Having a remote control device for controlling a consumer apparatus in order to have a 
user-friendly device that can be controlled from a remote location would have been a desirable 
feature in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the teachings of Angwin et al. with the teachings of Beranek et al. by creating the means 
for having a remote control device in order to control the devices from a remote location. 

In considering claim 12, Angwin teaches storing an identifier representative of a URL of 
a file at the server (column 3 lines 41-42 and column 6 lines 57-60; the database/repository that 
provides the URL can be incorporated in the server). 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Angwin et al., and 
further in view of Duberman (Daily spectrum). The system disclosed by Angwin et al. (discussed 
above) failed to show a programmable URL, however the notion of a programmable was taught 
by Duberman on page 4 lines 4-5. Duberman teaches an Internet software product (Prospector) 
which allows WWW sites to be navigated with a touch screen (page 3, paragraph 7) and one of 
the features of the software product is a restriction feature using a programmable URL. 

Having a proxy that has a programmable URL in order to restrict the Internet access to a 
single web site would have been a desirable feature in the art. Thus, it would have been obvious 
to one with ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Angwin et al. with the teachings of 
Duberman by designing the system in a manner that would make the URL programmable in 
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order to restrict the user to accessing a single or multiple web sites (Duberman, page 4, 
paragraph 3). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aclekunle 0 Adegorusi whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
7721 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor Glenton Burgess can be reached on (703) 305-4792. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 746-8889 for regular 
communications and (703) 746-8889 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is N/A. 
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April 15, 2003 
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